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defends very much upon what is known as to the
ra/tionale of the effect of medicines or the result of
.Operations, or, in defect of theoretical knowledge, on
previous experience, or on the results of experiments,
if such might be made. But how are such experi-
ments to be made? The physician would hardly
venture to try on the human subject the effect of
some powerful substance given as medicine, if the
action of it on the animal economy had not to some
extent been investigated. The surgeon who con-
templates some new very severe operation would
hardly venture on it unless some experience had
been gained of the result of a similar operation on
some animal. The question arises, May such ex-
periments lawfully be tried on the lower animals,
involving though they do a certain amount of
suffering ?

From the nature of the case we cannot here refer
directly to the economy of nature as regards the
animal world below man. But by inference from
what has already been adduced I think the answer
is very plain. If the difference between health on
the one hand and severe pain or sickness on the
other so much outweighs the inconvenience of re-
striction to a vegetable diet, and if, in order to avoid
that restriction, it be lawful to slaughter animals for
food, surely it must be deemed lawful to try on
lower animals the effects of remedies or presumably